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THE SINOwSOVIEY LISPUTE
INTER-PARTY IEVELOPMENTS AT AKD AFTER THS
RUMANIAN WORKERS PARTY CONGRESSewBUCHAREST, 20w25 JUKE 1960

1, The present dispute between the Commmnist Party of the Soviet

Urdon (CPSU) and the Communist Party of China (CPC) has its origins in
Kbow+

M three yearsy --

resentasuts may date as far back as the formative period of the CFG in

~

) oF ‘»' ’* .
the twenties, when swn'gi,mm folieyeith the Kuomintang drove the
A M - -
R

CFC to dlaaster, as well as to the wF syl early postevar peried, viem
Soviet mupport for the Chinese cmziaticam vas winimsl and did not

y Ty 0 cleast, 1o
inhibit the mmgez&nehma.i}f fasre is ajﬁ.isgla cause, for the
ourrent dlspitey[it 1s not knowm. m&ag, 18 vould appear, [thare way an
scomenlatiin of Thinese pollcles and. wt{,m@ﬁeh increasingly displeased
md camw Khrushohev and, presusably, & majority of the Sovist lasdership.
In the fisld of domstic poliay, Lt is now knem thet Mao's "let @ hundred
flowers bloom" program aroused Sovied dmﬁ:»ta about its usefuloess, The
program for the "great leap :..’::;;{é; gh::(ﬁ;:u;/ a;optad by 'ua CPC
in Mey 3.958,% readily recognizable gs & considerable irritent ia Sino-
Soviet relations by the slant trestadnt Mhich i SO ia the Sovist
Urdon,

2, Disagreement over foreign policy manifested itself in August 1958

ii ET A |
vhen Kirughchev, after four days disoussipn with Mao Tn.t{;a&l ‘Tejected,
: n

| an § August, Westsrn proposals for a Wt meeting within the U. ¥, Security
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-, %0 penosful coexlstence tactics mni:reat@d themsolves from about 1957 ,‘Z‘_‘L
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Mmmmsummmm -prapwalawhiehhahadwmpm
in July, Mﬂhel.eu.onz!m‘tthx Chinese began shelling of the

of feghore islands, On 23 May JSSQ@;;!&Q Commander of the Chinsse Aly Force
predicted that China would make atomic bombs "in the not too distant future® )
and the Chinese press ceased to refer to Khruahchev's earlier plan for an
atomefyes zone in Asla, Khrushchev revived his concept of an atomefree

sone for "the Far East and the entire Pacific Basin" at the 2lst CPSU Congress
in February 1959. Chinese reactions were not enthusisstic} and, from April
1959}}/ references to the plan diuppwad altogether, In the light

of these and other indlcations, it ¢an be fairly asswmsd that Soviet

vl ingness to deliver atomic mia;qm o Chinese controls had beoome q

serious lssue, Itiamkwn&atmésmhawdwmm:#

thely reluctance thhwhzmianem%umemmuwm

£ie14 which wers in conflict with s:armpmvts "pesceful cosxigtence”

X | ; /3

tactics, affivwed that global or limfted war meed not be avoi.m_d’ me‘ln objected
A § i

to Kirushohev's ald programs for "bourgepis” regimes in underdeveloped

L i
countriss on the grounds that they would delsy revolution. Chinese objactpions

—4n the delipgrations of the Internationa) Communist Front organizations,

espacislly within the Vorld Peace Coused) and the International Union of
Studante-—tao organtsations hich Wore mpst directly and Lntensely enzlqed
in MMing their appeal on the unity caspeign so typical of the ;aacefug.
coaxistence pario%ﬂh/desimd to invelve bourgeols and nationalist

“wfe
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greups in mass action and therefore advodnted informal conversations 3xd

maﬂ:tionB wib thegy and wpking O concessions s g}qu.
The Chinsse refused to "sit around the tdble” with them exoept in formal
neetings with designated reprosentatives and refused to broaden the seope of
conceselons on program and organimation questions, Chiness opposition
was particularly manifest after the Soviet decision of June 1959 comam;.ng
Xhrushehev's visit to the United States,
/

3. In August 1959, the Chinese overran the Indian border pest at
longiu and recpened the border disrute with Indis, after eight yesars afi
quist. The Soviet position on this Hdpute signiffcantly failed to givé
fnd1 endoraerent to the Chinese claims, lthovgh preceding Chinees mpfafnalve
actions in Tibet had been promptly sipported as just and as an "internal
effadry Khrushchev, as was known later, did not interpret the reopening
of the dispute az a mere attempt to register opposition to his trip to the
United States, but 33 an uneMarxist blunder which needlessly undermined
Indtan neutralist attitudes and potential value in the peacs and disarmament
campaign snd impsired the appeal of CP Endia, When Khrushchev visited Peiping,
after his trip to the United States, for the October anniversary oslebrations
in 1959, the Sinow-Indan dispute was one topic of dimssimbamd 1t s
virtually certain that Khrushchev rresented his views on improving USSR-0.8,
relations, Sino-Soviet diseuseions m@ﬁﬁﬁs@\fm no
comunique was published. According o three widsly separated and relisbls
sources, in Ootobar 1959 the CPSU sent a latter to at least the bloc parties,

holding fast to Klrushchev's views oh USSRU,.S, relations, In November 1959,
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chey v
¥s Ilyittewr, of CPSU, published an article in Problems

i that Justified the policy of peaceful ccexistence

as "slass struggle on the iotermatiosal plame" and signiffcanily noted
Lentats oriticiem of "Left Comsmnists.” It is known that the Chinese have
since been accused of criticdzing the Howmuber 1959 joint program of the
Buropesn parties, which is clearly based upon the same premises as the
article, In December 1959, Khmaheh-vmmd the Chinmepe in stating at
the Hungarian Party Congress that "we m a1l synchronize our watches,”
ke In Januavy 1960, the cmuapqsxum hardened, rﬁ'm Resting
of the Presidantisl Comudttes of the World Peace Counoil in Jamuary 1960 it
transpired that m%imnh&dahamdf&éé;aﬂthumtOiwhm
mmmmmnofmmammnﬁmms. A
relliadle source states that the USSR in Janurg 1960 informally bmwhesi
the ides thet the SingeSgviet d&ﬂawm; required discusalon, only to be

memmmatmﬁmmosjmnbswmthcwﬁnmm

4 s 2 s 0 e G s
\{/ | .

Jenuary 'which had a major effect on the digputss On 21 January the Standing

Committes of the National People’s Congrass adopted a resolution conocerning

disaruament wiich specified that Chins a?uld@”g-;omdlﬂw treaties 1t

takes part in fzmny and in February 19%0, at the moeting of the foreign
ainisters of the Warsaw Pact countries, ﬁw Chinese observer, K'ang Sheng,
Wmmmmmm%»mmnmm@ a1 |
international sgreements.” The contrast pstween the descriptions of the

world eltuation in K'ang Sheng's speach a;zd those given by the Buropean bloe

spsakors was striking,
ek
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5s It 1s at this point that the 1957 Moseow declaration first began
to e quoted to support the conflieting positions, when the w
of 6 Pebruary 1960 asserted that "the development of the internationsl
situation has borne cut the correctasss of the declaretions® It appesrs
Lkely, therefore, that the Chinsse decided in late January to take the
initiative in Lroadening the debate, Dut also on 6 February a verbal messags

from the Central Camilttes of the CP3U wms reportedly dslivered in Peiping.
T

e

(Cwiling the CPC to attend & mes T
Mwﬁy_e&&&a&e...;d&m outstanding “\_)

. - e s 7

6+ In mideApril 1960 the Chinese took advantage of the 90th snniversary
of lenin's birth to make thelr most wricus public attack on the theorstical
innovations developed by the CPSU at and after the XXth Party Congress in
Jammary 1956, Using oblique but wamdstakable arguments, the Chinese chellenged
$he promises underlying Soviet rmign policy and by implieation éismgged
Ehrushchevts stature 48 & Communist theoziste The Chinese athack comprized
three major statemontss two artieles in the party's theoretisal manthly
Bed ¥lag (1seves no, 7 and 8, 1 and 16 April), the firet entitled "On
Imperialisn as the Source of War in Medem Times" and the second antitled

“Long live leninism,® and an editorial on 22 April in the aumthoritative

mewspaper) the Peopls's Duily.

T- The Soviets replied in the apoach deliversd in Mosoor on 22 April
by Otto Kuusinen of the CPSU Central Comadttee and Secretarist,. A very |
strong defenee of current Soviet foreign policy and of the general lines
endorsed at the XXth and XXIth CP3y Congresses, his speesh confined its
eritical comments to gensral statements ceademning "dogmatic positions

nSh
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ay backward positions," On the same day & Chm” Pelitburoralmmta,

Iu Ting~i, gave & speech in Peipiﬁg wh.iéh incorporated mamr of the arguments
of the “long live leniniss” article, The divergences between the two speeches
were 8o great that when ome Communist party sericusly affected by the dispute,
the Indlan party, published both speechss side by side in the 6 May issus of
Sts newspaper Eef Ago, without comments, its action arcused considerable
| Wt and crested confuslon aweng parw nanbers.

84 The Chinase thnbsminms;ﬂmircm wftha other particss
*long live Loniniam,” the Lu Tingei speach, and mwmww.
of 22 mu. wers translated and putlished in the widely cireulated English
lengusge Paking Reviey of 26 April. At the seme time, the first edition of
& book containing the three articlea rasé produced by the Foreign lLanguages
Prese in Peiping in many languages for distribution abroad, Two further editions
of this book were prodused, one in May apd the other, after the Bucharest
confrentations, in August. The book is kaoun to exist in English, Spanish,
French, the Zastern European languages ($ancluding Russien), and Viei’nméa.
It has been distributed in India and in certain countries at lesst of Lﬁjbin
America and Weatern Purope, It appesrs that the Chinese later attampted to
ciroulate m'wmsammm@xmsrmmmmm
peblications, Drushba, an astion whiéh tha Séviata protested, The mgasina
was in fast suspended from circulation in the USSR after the publicsticn of
the June issus, Earlier i;atsnasn of Soviet refusals to circulate Chinepe
dootrinal writings in the USSR have rqcaz;tly teen reported by relisble mpurces,

who heard the details during party discugaions of the Slpo-Soviat diffmma.

b
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9. After the Kumeinen rebuttal of Chinese chargss, the CPSU took
advantage of the LOth anniversary of the publication of Lenin's book

a (10 Juns 1960)to oarry the publie

1deological debate with the Chinese to new heights, including the use of
the charge of "deviation," Two Soviet articles published on 10 June, one
by D. Sheviyagin in the revspeper Soviet Rugsls and ome by Ne Matkoveiy in
the party newspaper Pravds, expressad ﬁhf?.a erdticiam by attacking "eontemporary
leftwiing deviationlem® in terms which #tsmd te the positions held bgr the
Ciinese party, Both articles highlighted the significamve of the 12 Party
Bogim%.aon of Howm. Hutkov‘:lq; characterized it as a “Wtic
doement of the internstional Comunlst hovement," and ss & validation of
the genersl line expresssd by the CPSU, Shevlyagin, on the other hand,
referred particularly to the declaration as authorizing and requiring & struggle
against "laftist opportunisn® as well as against "rightist opportuntas” such
#s that of the Yugoslavs, In dism&ing manifestations of left opportunism he
mads the signifiosnt point that "not an},,r groups of Communists but the leader-
ship of individusl partles have veerad into leftdst deviationism,” rxeigm of
the axticles expliecitly idenﬁ.f\iad the @zimae as the larget of crit.ic:i;m.
but thelr relevence to the dispute was WM&%.

104 The timing of this 1nteﬁ3itiaa%t4m ¢f ths Soviet attack on thé
Chiness views coincides with a CPSU 'mtér on the Summdt Conference m&n

was circulated, shortly after Khma.ﬁo!mv%‘s return home following the collapse

of the conference, to the Communist ;:artfin of the bloc and those of France

and Italy, Although the text of this lefbtar is not available, it um#ﬂxaly
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to have bsen wnaccsptable to the Clilness, who emphasized from mid-May on

that the course of events befors and at Paris rroved the validity of the
Uhinees arguments conearning imperialism and the illusory and frultless
charaster of nsgotistion, Perhgps the wovst offense of the Chinese, in :éomt
eyos, was their argument that the only n‘i.az of Commuonist participation 111
suoh peace negotiations was the yurely tactical sdvantage that came out of
thely #ventual exposure of the true character and intentions of the Ww

g

o |
This observation was precisely the kini of statement which the CPSU was nost
/,J
sager to avert,

11, Yt is likely too that the UPSU decided at this time to send a

“Sharp letter of criticimm to the CPC. One prominent Free World Communist

who villt-ué\;?a” in lste May stated thit he learnsd from & member of the
cPsy mw;mﬂ’mw wie being sent to the CPC, fCPSU

N 4 J;me eful{' Ak
letterscalling for a conforencs was repertedly sent to the Chinese on,? Jum; 2ol
1T appears //)f“e,:',/ Yhat the Jeifer of 4 Juae was He \%,«fg",nﬁ
It is also worth noting that the CPC leaders went into closed conference in
Shanghal on 8 Juns, a move which may well have been prompted by the recelpt
Twe ) ,
of the,CPSU letterg, They were in fact still meeting when the Chinese delsgation
1ef% for the Bucharest party congross,
12, The Chinesa too made & major move in the now rapidly developing
dispute. They did ﬁ: 1n early June a% the XIth General Council meeting
of tha World Fedsration of Trade Usdons in Peiping. On 2 Juna they pressnted
an 2ltimetun on the official WPIU reportt the chief Sovist representative,
J-mm‘r"o

who rejected 4%, The Chinese dlaimed that the report oontained Mssinnable

PN
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SO |
attacks on the comeunss, At this meeting, which op&md on § June after ;a
fivesday delay, in the presence of both VFTU affiliates and representatives
of some twenty-five wnaff{liated national trade unien faderations, the leading
Ohinese figures Chou En~lal, Liu Shagweh'i, Liu Ning-1, Teng lsiao-p'ing,
and Iiu Changesheng publicised the Chinese views on the pesce stroggle, the
threat of imperialimm, and the "illusions" aroused by the campaigns for
praceful coaxistence and by programs for giving substantial economic aid to
bourgeois~led underdeveloped countries, Using a tactic they had employed
earlier in April, the Chinese lsaders acrompanied these criticimms with
fulsoss expressions of approval of the Soviet posture towards the U.5, at the
tims of the collapse of the Sumit Caniference. This approval of the Soviet
actions was accompanied by expressions of solidarity wiih the USSR in its
stand against U.S, acts of aggression., It was learned that the CPSU was
particularly stung by the speeches of Lis Ningei and Liu Changesheng.
13, ¥hen the Chinese convensd a private mesting of Commwrist party
members suong the delegates to hear o stetement of the Chinese oriticisas
of CPSU dootrines, representatives of the CPSU promptly opposed the continuation
of the talke and made the ominous chapge that the Chinese sotion was a vﬁolatim
of the terms of the 12 Party Declaration of Nowvember 1957, This Soviet appeal
to the authority of the Moscow daclaration psralleled ths similar appul
11; the Shevlysgin article publighed in Hoscow, and the charge has since |
figared prominently in the CrSUts prasantation of itp case, According to
eradible reports, during the WFIU session Teng Hslaoc-p'ing, general secretary
of the CPC, accused the CPSU in %urn of "throwlng the Moscow declaration

overborrd,"
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25X1X6

representatives in Pelping not only critliclzed the Chinese setlons in

persenal discusaions with foreign Communist mpmuentatim% but by 9 June
took concrets steps to enlist the support of other CPYs against the Chinese,
The representative of one Free VWorld CP was told, by a repressntative of the
. Boviet All Union Central Council of Tradas Unfons, that the Seviet esbassy in
Pelping was interssted in knowing L he could stop over in Moscow after the
snd of the conference,
15, When a group of European snd Afriecan delegates to the WFTU
westing arrived in Moscow on 13 June, a mmber of CPSU officials conferred
with mesbers of this group. One of the ilelegates in the group is imawn‘ to
have tﬂheé privately with a top official, ¥, Tgsahkin, of the OPSU Foreiga
Section, concerning the SinosSoviet dispute, The delegate was informed of
the interpretation the CPSU placed orm racent Chinese actions, snd Tereshkin
asked that he have & plsnum of his purhy's‘ central comalttes convened after
his return home to discuss the Chinese actions at Peipin: and to condemn them
ag violations of the Mosocow declaration. A second person, tentatively
identifiad as L. I..“Brastmet. chadrman of the Presidim of the Supreme Soviet,
wag also mmd prasent at this meeting. According to a statement bréadaast
while the Bucharest congress wap in session, representatives of the French
and Spanish Communist parties held s ueating on 14 and 15 Juns, at which they
reaffimed thelr adharence to the 12 Farty Declaration, “Simee the lsadership
of bo‘bh)‘(thas& parties was represented in the group of WFIU delegates in

HMoscow at this time, it appears possilble that the meeting in question took

- 10
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place thers and that the reaffirmation was a reaction to the Peiping events,
18, In contrast to these oryptic endorsements of the Moscow declarstion,
on 19 Juna 1960 2 statememt by Agostine ti%;vem, s leadiny Itallan Cmnnisist
and ,maidene of the WFTU, was published in the Ttalian Party newepsper
Pzitss In this statement, which was also broadcast in Italian from Czechoslovakia
on 20 June, Novells described tho Chiness criticlam of the resclutions
proposed at the WFTU Council meeting in Paiping ard, like the 10 June s»ldet
articlss, characterised the Chinese views as "deviations.,® Sc far as can be
datermined; this waz the first instance in which a Free World Commmnist paz"by
publieized this charce against the Chinese, The appearance of the sta%
coincdded with the opening of the 3rd Copzress of the Rumanien Workers Party

in Bucharest, whers the next phase of the dispute developed,

wlle
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17, '!'hc Chinese humhaﬁ% to puu at Bucharest for Soviet

‘M

mﬁ;nﬁmmu mutmdhyuuﬁchhm 16 Jm issue
#w which, in an obvious uiermc to the CPSU's uunex
Justification of its views on peace and pc_a.cem coexistence, obaerved t!ut
"ens cannsat separate ong Jelf from the revisionists merely by stating |
M the forces of mu;um ynﬂnm}m.tuicur the forces of imperislism. "
Ths Chinsse delegation to the congress of the Rumsnian Werkers Party
stopped In Moscow for an exchange of viqws a7 June. It presented

a letter from the CPC MWmmmnm%mMm;duta
for & party #ontuma to discuss Bino- Sqwia: differsnces md&cxchmqmg
views, without however, adopting any formal resolution. The CPSU
mﬂMt were not successful ;n obtaining an admission from the
Chinsse delegation of the exrors of the ciac. The Chinese, howsver, |
rw&.ﬂwy sxpressed & willingness to co:roct their positions if in an ‘
W ﬁfvhm with the delegates at Bnchnut a majority :hcnld pme
them wrong. ‘!‘hn CPSU, justifying itt action by hwokhxg the November l$57
Peace Manifesto %_m 12 Party Mu&uea mmmm time),
indisted that e views a@u the cmm-t pacties m”;.m.ay be
mdh&ra mm&nqameﬂngto ruch:ﬁnl Mﬂn luthip
context, ﬁ. Bucharest nuioa ﬁmnld lembly h&u hvelv‘d sothing
but sn exchangs of views. The Chinese ntaml at nmm that in Moacow
the CPSU had first made Mpmpomthat aﬂn:puﬂuha h:engkunto

the dedate, Nh&ﬂa&qdwﬂmﬂm&c p-map» mummuo;
parties only, The Chizese uﬁm M)'hudr#cmdﬁilyzmm. It
would mﬁt then, that the (an adhqrme to their inmucﬁaa forced

 749arts that e CPSU intanded by the sad of
mumm m»&mcﬂ. ttu Soviet decision to make nmq,}nr
affort are zo enlist the support of other parties appears to have been

9
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reached 8¢ & rosult of the Chinese stand on 17 Juns. Virtuslly none of
the major Free World parties sent tap-level delagates to the congress.
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmma
odynl‘mlt. thsd&yolhhdlpnmn. All the Eurcopesn satellite
&Wmcytm“nhdyypezmwlmdmom
to that of X3 "’*.mmzmmhuomamupmmm
‘mxya@zmaanmm o:cummau suggest that this m;-lcval
‘ rmmnmnm.mm. Thhm:oim%n
m-m Fleng Chan, was clurly wtnahadbym;rm:; Fifty -
parties wers rmcm at the congress. Twaty-ﬁw of tlu Mrty-ﬁv;
san-bloc fraternal delegations Muup,sdu present were composed of
mwm&mmm-)»amdmmemw
!’t« World parties, except Chile MSyti;, were upmnmdby t&uir
leaders.

19. The Soviet delegation to. Bncmau iacluded B, ?mmrwuﬂ
Y. A, Antropov, the hesds of the twe Cegtral Commities sections for
relations with the nen-bloc parties, nm:ﬁ.ﬂ!r. During the first m:
MmMnuﬁwyMMWumwmde&mrm
dﬁmz. nilkmuthcamwaiw mm;m:
MMWM%QMMSMmscMw;mr |
Wmmfmamxmummmuwwuﬁn
'hlﬁmﬁu. mlmrwwnmrhmm completed or twi.rﬂ
at the last moment, &tkemw%&vh:mmd&omw
mu o217 Jupe pud mm& m Swm visw of how Miauzowty
discussion should be handled. Thamnlwsnoﬂwm-:h'um tlud.p\mr
&m&m@cml«mmwumum
four Chinese delegates !mtttlﬁltth& Gbimu mpl.moato exploit
thelr supporters Mmmnmmducwu.

%0, Tha reporting on the mtffwunnmou cmernipg

T gt

10
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the Sino-Soviet dispute is in some respects eoatradictory, The following
’M ng’. however, emerges from an analysis of the available
r'W mnlmmmnﬂrmﬂnhmaamu

ssssions. N, 5, Khrushehey, in his first public spsech to the
cengrass, presented the easentials of the Soviet line and criticized
“mechanical repsaters of M Lenin said on imperialism, "
mm;:rm"mn” #m&wmum

= wnderstand that war is, Mrw‘wcirmh ﬁtw "
Other public speeches by kwha- m::m delegates,

, Vm&:%u,?'m%&mu;kdmtafﬁamm

*—-w:m |

t mamwmau.mmucxymmm;‘ He

insluded in his remarks ammmurw U. 5, utigmm
& "penes frand, " Mhﬂmﬁﬁﬁ “imperialism can never be |
trusted. ™ Mrmgnam:dpdmmmu&rwmam.
»mmmumm-w»marw«mqm
meﬂﬁﬁmo{&tm&w He praised the Cubsn and
mmmmm«:»&ahu.muupme |
mmnynm:agmm mqmmdrwﬂmy mn;glu.
hmmﬁrﬁmummuﬂh%kamm
%WW&MM%%M#&: core." Hciarﬂu;
chargsd, u&mhﬁddﬂacmﬁcr. that the imperialists were
using modern revisionists (ﬂm»mw Communist unity, and
hmtezawumutﬂﬂuwdl;untman:wiﬁwm Hq
Mmmuwacmm.,"ummmma
hnm!ﬁcrwhﬂkdhyur.m kmmmm&u
mwhmmm%mgmwm;. '
n. mm-mmmammaamam

appuar to have boen held, mﬁ:amwcdmaiw‘. mmsmq

n
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Mec represeniatives mot sll day to draft « comnmmiqus, No Information
is svailable on this meeting beyond i au}omont that the first draft of
_the SoRmumiges was puumty m sebtet representhtive and that the
Chinsse iﬁ# %d fo refor the ﬁnﬁ drtft to the Central Gommittee in

, snalbis » xmendraent. 'ﬂw movc to pmdma cammuaique
mt', of the CPC inltrucﬂaus to its deicg&l-n tn have been

s myfiu yrumo move by the CPSU, The Chinese dmtcp:n were

Lol
4 \ ma . Lo ucchmblog To gressureg they ©
mm&ﬂ ﬁﬁldﬂlﬂﬂ sign rhe cermunigue en rhe PN

13, On 25 June, a!hr the ennﬂudcm of the congress at mid-day,
» closed mesting of mruimntlty 1&0 dalcgml from 50 parties was |
.csnvensd, This second meeting, & éax-.m. debate, was apened by m
first sscretary of the Rumanisn party, Georghiu-Dej, who read the
draft commmnique. A aumber of oﬁnr &1&(&5; then spake, including ,
a5 lenat, representatives of Eut Gcrmy. the ux. France, and Itdy.

In fact, wrﬁu to ene source, more énn twenty delegates apcka befare
the Chinass repressntatives took the i»:. The Sovist cmcuﬁn; and
WMM some effect, for mut nt the speskers are reported to
have sdhared hmtzﬂ to the Swict lim of argument. It is also worfh
asting ﬁﬂ Fa%ui the Soviet :emmmm at this meetia; reported!y
did not spesk. This ¢ —-hﬂdn&erc%%kﬂh;&wm- |
inspired aﬁek—-i: well kiown and h u-mny employed to ‘permit the &m
taklﬂﬁahst w:dm&h appear u ;a objective mediator rather than
M”mmmmwmlm wmm Chinese
rmum; itu.ﬂy spoke, ha ntwkd the ling taken by most of the
pum mrl, cﬁrg&x m k was wcﬂmic. ;hndema. and
gromndlans, and basdd upen incomplate evidence. He also criticized
asgative sttitudes tbwa certaln mm; dorasstic pmcu: and nnm.a
that the repoxts Srapied for tha WITU Peiping mestisg Bad contained
sttacks agaiast the @Qammt apd grnt»loap forward nn;mn {S« mn.)

k]
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ij:mmm-wm Chinese had not played their full part in

the pcm struggle, referring to their support of &mm'n visit
to the U5, and to Chou En-lsi's negotiations with many umrin. He

dnmdﬁnzth Wa-ulmlwpomdmdm cosxistence, noting
umm role in the 3‘555 Bandpg coaferspce, According to
saether sviarce, m%a:wrum&ndu mumw;smnm
Mﬁﬁt Moscow declacration of 395?. supported the idoa that & re-
appralsal of the intctuﬂmal limhamuu;m. and endorsed a
mmm nmtm M«ih wﬁﬁm“amﬂﬂputyhﬁ;.

s iA. e e e ey e TR O

' _Mﬂuﬁmwimhwkumdmm;swuw

LA

facta the Chinese akgm brought iarwud ware muﬂy solected to

m !&sﬂk Swict caie was 2 biased and mdimamphu preseatation,

!‘tm too endorsed this p:npomu
Mm&d/
m This Chinese charge is wrscahriy interesting sinesy the two
main '&'m Feports presented at Pdgiag. by Marcel Bras and Ibuhi:n
M 414 apt criticise m»%upom:. In fact, the Bras
w mam Wry refexences to the mmmul. It is known,
m:; M on 3 Sm (1.@.. three dan before the d.;syad opening of

\ mmmzmmmwv. Grishin, the head of the

Soviet delegation, that the treatment of the peace and disarmament themes
in the draft WFTU reports was imcqgtahie and would be openly attacked
if the drafts were not amended before. px:pmuha It is also known that
these sections were not amended to maet chiuu demands~~-in fact,

& aumber of amendments actuauy made ixg the fizal repert strengthened

the WFTU's support for the Soviefpeace uau At least one amendment,
dealing with the qnntion of Free World ;coucmic trade and aid with under-
developed countries, was, ™ (act. of nu:h a utuxcl:: be particululy
unpalatible to the G;:::;{Ift bas also been reported that the French
representatives at-Budspent-were wﬁcuhrly incensed with the Chinease

for having brought this question inte. the debate, but no ane is upm-tad

_ %0 have refuted tho Chimu chgin as uatrue. . One report ptovidn a

' 13
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~ clue 10 & plausible explanation of this ‘ms?tnr by noting that the Chinese

said that "such & WFTU report would have been rejected by the

 Chinese peaple' VIt seems liiely then tﬁat the Chinese chl.i'gu relorro&
- .to the ezi;iul draft of the WFTU report puylred by Louls Saillant, which

SRR

wahﬂy did contain such an attack. It probably was &dltad out,
!trht laltltme. bcfordlctu.tﬂy dslivered tha report to the é‘auncil.
The involvement of the two Frenchmen, S;mmt and Bras in this matter
would explain the vigorous reaction of the French delegates at ’
Bucharest.) |

23. Delegates at this second meeting received a number of papers,
iacluding an 84-page Chinese translation of a CPSU document. This
84-page document appears to be a critical factor in the further develop-
ment of the ﬂilpute. Its existence has been reported by a number of |
{ndependent and widely separated sources, and at least two reports
indicate that it was a sharp, wide r;ﬁgla'g. and bitterly critical m.mmariy
of Sovist criticisms of tho“ CPC. One source has reported that. prior |
to the Bucharest congress, the CPS& adéreised a “strong" letter to
e CPC mbo&y]ng its criticisme of Chinese doctrines and actions,
including charges against the Chinese foreign policy toward India and
Algeria, as well as charges that Chimn actions were destroying
"bourgsois” confidence in Communist degires for peace and arousin;g
Afrb-Asian sus

sions of inumﬂongi Communism. Ihaztnlct that the

CPSU sent a letter "ralsing various issues” to the CPC was also stated

by Pleng Chen at Bucharest. A third source, dcn:ttbing the contents

of the 84-page document, also notes its sharp tone and its charges of
Chinese oxrors in the !oraig.n policy toward India. In addition, this \
source gsays that it criticized Chinese nstionni-m,\ Chinese non-cooperation
with the USSR in military matters. On the basis of this series of reports

it seems probable that the 84-page Chinese-translated Soviet document

4
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distributed at this second mesting on 25 June was in fact tho full text

Shap? aetabove, =y 19"”
of the '*m*‘ CPSU letter to the CP !!“

mmn by the Chinese was cl-azly ; part of their effort to "set

the racord straight, #and undoubtedly d&qrmd the Sovist tactical

plans for the mesting. Such a uigaifiénnf dechion must necessarily
bhave hunmde by the CPC Central Commu, probably during its
sarly M muweting, and suggests th;t tho CPC's sttitude toward the

Nlﬁuiﬁ meting was predicated, at least to some exunt. on the use

"a! m- tactic, Thera is some question whather Kbm-hchw was present

st this first day of debate. At least one source indica.bu ﬂnt he was
present, but rﬁii-"? is no evidence that he participated ‘in the discussion.

4. Qa 36 June came the final meeting, another closed session -
s I&ﬂd&tﬂw those present on the preceding day. It was at this

sscond installment of the debate the Khmhchnv personally presented

. his general indictment of the Chinese andg provoked a heated exchange

with Pleng Chen. A number of reports xtate that the Khrushchev speech
opensd the mcn&ngs. The ppoech_wu a long one and xqportedly
invelved direct attacks on Mao Tse-tung, comparing him to Stalin as
"always thinking in his o‘ln‘tcrm’" and “{ormulating theories without
cﬂmlug into contact with the crent- 01 the modern world." One source
states that Khrushchev's apneh wAS unn.ad at short notice. The
rmrtiag on the speech suggests that it wpl at laut partly nxtewormou.
with ﬁndcmf%pcﬁag facts, mcdpto;. and direct charges that
sffectively damoiilhag. the attitude éi reat%aiut. tact, and adherence to
principle which the CPSU had previously tried to maintain in the debate.
Spsaking angrily, with vinlent gestures, he described the CPC doctrines
a8 uitra-leftist, as dogm;tic. and, ﬁn.lly. as W He said
the Chingse did not undertmi the autuu 9! modern war, and rejected
Chinsse protests over the hct that’ ;hq USSB. had failsd to support China
in her border dispute with hdh. charasurinm the dispute as a conflict

15
Sanitized - Approved For Release : CIA-RDP78-00915R001200240013-8



Sanitized - Approved For Release : CIA-RDP78-00915R001200240013-8

of purely national interests in which the irerests of world Communism
were not favolved. There is reason to suspect that his attack alsc
included charges directed against same elements of other Communist
partios of complicity with the Chinege. He attacked P'eng Chen hixnnk{.
chiding hira for his failure to refer to pepceful coexistence in his pnblic‘
address to the congress on the 22nd. h;mru he apparently rci:erma
in stronger and less ambiguous tcxmt vi;tuany all the charges embndinql
in the original CPEU letter to the cpc. Gince his speech is described |
by seme sources as a sy stematic and detpiled presentation of the Soviet
charges, it seems likely that it was sn fact built arcund the uzmmntsem
of the draft circular letter earlier shown to Free World delegates. |
33, Pleng Chen is reported to have replied iz vory heated terms,
Ho m’h had asked for s discussica to be beld on squal terms, and that
the CPC respecied the CPSU as an "‘elder brother" but not as a "father"”
miar-attacking strongly, he acused Khrushchav of organizing
iy o make 42 atfack on the CPG sad Mao Tee-tusg and to cover
wp & Soviet affort to gndw the prestige of the CPG. He defended
Huu"wvliumwm&ﬂu wodera world than Khrushehey, and
mors active than sver siace .a;vm the ;wermm chairmanship. "
Referring to Khrushehev bimgelf in tqrm reminiscent of the 16 June
mcrﬁch. he charged that "Kimnhchcv s policy WAIARM is a
pelicy of rcviaicmxm. creating illusions bout imperialism and under-
sotimating its true nature. " Spemagofﬂu abrupt m-mm ;
wcy toward the impnm.iu powers, he upem&r asked the delegates
whether “any conclusions can be ﬁxun_ regarding Khrushehov's policy
toward the la%trinitt powera.” He Md finally th;tﬂu '&PC had noi
trust in Khrushchev's analysis of the world situation and espacially his
policy toward the imperialists. Refuting Khruhchw'o am;u that the
m:mn did not understand modern w. Plang said the Ghimu bad prwcd
in Kores as well as against ﬂn Jwa thu they bave mere axpnionce

16
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“ than other peoples of the world, He ;Mor registered a protest,
saying that he had asked for delay in the issuance of the communique
mmmwm chybdunﬂw;nkumlu sigosd in the interest
e!m He stated for the benefit ut oﬁ»r delegates the instructions
Mt%h‘mwﬂdng, MMMtﬁ&nummn
mmm without the mzwﬂ nf the CPG'; Central Gmmu mrracﬁou
nw iater be nqﬂred.

26, A sumber of statemsnts by others were than made in s gcnonl
discussion. Todor Zhivkov first W M §ve MX _support to Khmhw
position; others, while leas wn&u Zhivkov, were, it is reported,
goaerally pro-Khrushchev in thair vhvu. No one spoke against the Smrigt
position. Khrushchev upeacﬂy andcd ﬂn &ession by saying that further
Misteral discussions bqtmm the GPS!J 23d the CPC wers necessary.

3% A commission (ox committec) was set up at thase sessions to
prepars for a confarence to be held duting the next Novemsber anniversary
eslabrations h Moscow, where all y;i-tiaq were 1o prosspt their views.
Wmuz uparti on the composition of tlu committee have been reoceived.,
&Mwmn that the cmq« was to isvolve about twenty
parties and that all the bloc parties were anh repressated, Ashmm
SepaTats roports state that the parties e:;rgmm, Cubs, Brasil, .hwn.
and West Gormany were also to be :e?ns,nud on the commission. One
of these reports, supported by & third .nwm one, alse states that
Italy and France wers to pu-ﬁei;m eﬂ.,r parties to participate, listed
only in single Teports, are those of the U. 5., the U, K., hﬂa Syria, and
Mm&ﬁa At Jeast one source states thtth cominiasion was to be
composed only of representatives of thn hhc pariics. The terms of

s The Crmmimsron has sine e be e,

referance m{tﬁi ommm;u ot knows,

ﬂ“//i"l Te tnect in f"fc::caw af 7‘/1« R .,k Sy, Tcuuéef

*ysc/ﬁanaw A% f‘u:-mm;"/fr'f i

Adé L}//e (f{/ ét,é‘ﬂ 56‘7_ "/) ¢-5 ‘(«’(:,/,' f‘;l*)’ f“’/”&f‘ & a rice (”/‘}S[,'/(?’fﬁﬁmh,/&‘l/’?é

&lfl */Ie d’ﬂ“r'&t 1:7‘ -Sie’mj )Of"g:é%é;’é_ﬂ ‘f‘f‘;g;‘ Tﬁz (:rﬁ‘(/ /(; ’J/(,y,,,‘,«,n

Fin WNowember as tne diofr ferter of 4/ Tame sos
wsed ar U(Q’C/:’dfesf 70 /”5(«“’ Nl & Fhe sqTfeonie €K Kb
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| Agcording to one source, Kb wav' ¢m§ fnstructions to the delegates
at the end of the nntimﬁ:t&oy wers 10 npurth&ta&-ir Central
Committens that a phmm should be eanvénee to discuss the aactrhd
dispute, with the remilts of these p!aﬁﬁmi to be disseminated at all
levels of the party. 6n the um of u&or tnformation, however, it
appesrs Ma thit most parties did ot construe Ms @utement a8

2 sommand, au‘é(c@(/ before the

»..« .

‘Q?Sﬂ'u plenum of mid-July, FHAE s p flrseoid i
‘ w@ r ﬁtff"é &

8. The final commusnbque &ppi Svel by Gie fraternal delegates was)
Sy lLa% :
e Kq«rﬂnw one mrcé. sdopted primarfly to conceal the fact Mm

mmwﬁw ucmptm my&m but the CPSU, plrticuhﬂv
W cloarly mtea itasa &wicé to usrt pteuun for prompt

o 7 -
i; 91 LA 3

nm of the éhputc A short aﬁd vmuny mechanies] reaffirmation
dﬁlv&ﬂdﬁy of the !2 Party Dﬂ:ﬁﬁﬂoﬁ of November 1957, its text
did not in fact clarify any of the hmu tﬁﬁu disputs, Mb&cmo
apparent in & fow days with the mcgmf: ;fat::(%nm Era .« y 5 e
press statements on the cammiqu ﬁcmf%afﬁ%’:ﬁvﬁ raidag “he
the fifty parties represented ‘et to yrovk the only significant feature of
the communique. |
29. The principal results of the B‘nehare-t meetings lppw to be
the following. The Chinése succeeded hs making known to & large audience
of bloc and m‘b%ac Communist puty délegates their m exceptions
to Xheushehov's policies and mm& ot ﬁu less "principled® actions taken
ulim &un by the CPEU, They mty kﬁn hoped that their adamant
tactics mc create fear of an open split and thus force the Soviets to
bresk down or compromise. m!r actibns ent-these-of-Khreshehev-himeell
“ loft the Soviets and their nu;permr; in ;&er parties little choice but to
éefend the Soviet poiiﬂm as the Mrm authority and policy maker in the
mw» mveaﬂztsndm spply against ths Chinese all
 thair ma within the bloc and rm ‘#urld commmst parties. It would
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appesr that the final Chinese position was one from which they will have
hv“trm if they desire a ntﬁémen?t. 1t is premised that this will be tjaa
situstion with which the Sovists will artefagt to confront them In November
1960, when the world Communist xeiéez;hip meets in Moscow on the
occasion of the celebration of the chnbix Revolution.

e

e,
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